Together with the letter containing the offer of release, a
copy of the draft communique that was to be issued by the
Government was delivered to me. It did not say that the offer
was made in order "to make it clear that the Government dis-
claimed responsibility for the consequences." If I had seen that
offending sentence I would have sent a simple refusal. In my
innocence, I put a fair meaning on the offer and in my reply
I argued why I could not accept it. And, according to my wont,
$& order that the Government may not be misled in any shape
or form, I told them how the fast was conceived and why it
could not be taken by me as a free man. I went out of my way
even to postpone, for the convenience of the Government, the
commencement of the fast by a day. Mr. Irwin who had brought
the offer and the draft communique appreciated the courtesy.
Why was this reply of mine withheld from the public at the
time the revised communique was issued, and why was an
unwarranted interpretation given instead? Was not my letter a
material document?
Now for the second wrong. You say that if I were released
my objects for which I had declared the fast would recede into
the background, and even gratuitously suggest that as a free
man I would neither demand these objects nor fast. As a free
man I could and would have carried on an agitation for an
impartial public inquiry into the charges brought against Con-
gressmen and me, I would also have asked for permission to see
the imprisoned Congressmen. Assume that my agitation had
failed to make any impression on the Government, I might
then have fasted. All this, if you were not labouring under
intense irritation, you could have plainly seen from my letter,
Supported, as you would have been, by my past record. Instead,
you have deduced a meaning which, according to the simple
rules of construction, you had no right to deduce. Again, as a
free man I would have had the opportunity of examining the
tales of destruction said to have been wrought by Congressmen
and even by non-Congressmen. And if I had found that they
had committed wanton acts of murder, then also I might have
fasted as I have done before now. You should thus see that the
jdemands made in my letter to H. E. the Viceroy would not have
>eceded into the background if I had been released, for they
could have been pressed otherwise than by the fast, and that
the fast had not the remotest connection with and desire for
release. Moreover, imprisonment is never irksome to a Satya-
grahi. For him a prison is a gateway of Liberty,
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